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MR. JOHNSTON'S REPLY 

Sm, — I am indebted to your correspondent for calling attention to 
certain passages in my articles on Russia, even though he seems to dis- 
approve of them. 

First, as to Socialism and loyalty. Here are a few recent documents 
bearing on this, from The New York Tribune of October 2 and 8, and 
from The Evening Telegram of October 2 : 

Among the first to feel the weight of the new law will be Victor Berger's 
paper, The Milwaukee Leader; the Illinois Stoat* Zeitung and the New Jersey 
Freie Zeitung. 

It is understood that The New York Call has been cited to appear and show 
cause why its circulation should not be prohibited. 

While St. Paul was busy fumigating itself after the visitation the Tribune 
of the sister city, Minneapolis, took up the statement of Mr. Seymour Stedman, 
general counsel of the Socialist Party, that the Socialist Party has nothing in 
common with the I. W. W., and said: 

Both organizations are opposed to conscription. 

Both organizations are printing documents and making speeches designed to 
interfere with America's successful prosecution of the war. 

Both organizations are urging their members to resist the draft. 

Both organizations are placing obstacles in the way of the President and of 
constituted authority everywhere in this nation. 

Both organizations are "lending aid and comfort to the enemy." 

Both organizations are deliberately and determinedly practising national 
sabotage. 

Next as to the influence of American Socialists in Russia: 

Agitators who came here recently from the United States harangued the 
crowd, which filled a big circus tent. The speakers scoffed at American liberty 
and said that the bourgeoisie ruled that country, and the Bolsheviki audience 
applauded only mildly. 

A threatened demonstration against the American Embassy was not carried 
out. The Government, preparing for eventualities, had sent an armored motor 
car and a detachment of troops to guard the embassy. Ambassador Francis 
said he had no fears of possible harm, and did not request a guard. After the 
adjournment of the meeting, the guard was recalled. 

Nicholas II may have disliked Witte, but he kept him in power for 
a dozen years, sent him to Portsmouth, asked him to make the first 
draught of the Russian Constitution, and rewarded him with a title. 

As to Nicholas II and his idealism, let us remind ourselves that it was 
through his initiative that The Hague Conference met in 1899, at which 
twenty-six nations were represented, including Mexico, Siam and Persia; 
these twenty-six nations thereby paying tribute to his idealism. Again, 
to his initiative was due the nation-wide prohibition of vodka; he went 
much further than any democratic Government has yet gone. 

New Yohk City. Charles Johnston. 

A LOVER OF JUSTICE SPEAKS HIS MIND 

Sir, — In my persistent reading of war literature I have failed to find 
anywhere any clear, succinct statement from any pacifist source of the 
reasons which form the basis of the pacifist agitation, or of the reasons 
which these people assign for insisting that in this world-war we should 
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remain neutral. I believe, therefore, that the readers of The North 
American Review would appreciate the publication of a lucid and 
authoritative exposition of the pacifist viewpoint. 

I am one of those who believes we should have been in the war from 
the beginning — and been there in response to humane instincts of sympathy 
and selfpreservation, and to uphold the validity and authority of our 
own law, — the international law. President Wilson's reasoning never 
appealed to me. He bases his intervention primarily upon the mercenary 
motive of protecting our commerce, and, secondarily, upon a desire 
to make the world safe for democracy. The vindication of international 
law was never thought of till the pocket-book was touched, and democ- 
racy had been lost sight of until the trade balance became affected. 

This is the way the situation has appealed to me from the beginning: 

Suppose that, coming along the street, you saw your neighbor in the 
act of beating his wife and child with a club in an effort to kill them; 
suppose, too, that you had it in your power to stop him from carrying 
out his purpose; and suppose, further, that your brother Bill should 
grab you by the arm and say: " George, this is none of your business. 
You should not meddle with your neighbor's affairs. If he wants to kill 
off his own family that is his business not yours. You should be neutral 
both in sentiment, speech and action. Besides, it does not pay to do 
those things. You might get hurt yourself, and it is wrong for you to 
sacrifice anything for anybody else. You are not your brother's keeper, 
much less your sister's. Besides, if you interfere the struggle may 
be prolonged, while, if you remain neutral, the brute will soon finish 
the job." What would you, and what would the rest of us, think of 
your brother Bill? Would he not have proved basely recreant to 
some of the most sacred instincts and emotions of humanity? 

But is Bill's position one whit saner or more logical than the position 
of our pacifists in the present world-conflict? There are only two differ- 
ences in principle between that supposed case and the one now actually 
in progress: In the first place, Germany's conduct is incomparably more 
brutal than the conduct of a husband in beating his family to death 
with a club; and, in the second place, where the crime is purely individual, 
society maintains a police force capable of at least wreaking vengeance, 
while no such police department exists for the enforcement of international 
law, each nation being charged with the duty of assisting in seeing the 
authority of such law upheld and vindicated. 

There is no getting away from the facts that this terrible catastrophe, 
with all its horrors, was premeditated and provoked by the Central 
Powers. Nor is there any question that its sole motive is lust for con- 
quest — the basest of all passions. It is equally clear by this time that 
the Germans pledged their honor to protect the neutrality of Belgium, 
even as a husband pledges himself to protect his wife, for the purpose of 
deceitfully lulling the world into leaving unlocked a door through which 
a neighbor's house might be entered and sacked. 

We are dealing with a nation which has not only trampled upon all 
agreements solemnly made and upon that law which is its as well as ours, 
but a nation which has shamelessly thrown every moral restraint to the 
winds in order to carry out its beastly purpose. And now we are asked 
to make friends with these people upon the mere promise on their part 
that they will not do it again. 
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The mere suggestion of such a course is shocking. If the Germans 
are not guilty of the most flagrant violation of pledges express and 
implied, and of the most brutal invasion of recognized human rights — 
rights indispensable to the existence of civilized society — we have no 
business in the war. If they are, we have no business to trust them 
again. If we are in this war to vindicate justice, peace must be made 
on terms that are just, which means full reparation for injury inflicted. 
Punishment need not be considered, for when justice is done there will 
be nothing left to punish. 

Expediency, if nothing else, forbids the acceptance of the Papal 
terms. To return to the status quo ante is to leave the Allies with their 
homes burnt and their lands ravaged, and therefore, in comparison with 
the Germans, weaker and less able to resist invasion than before. By 
such a course the wrongdoer will have been left to profit by his own crime. 

To be sure, war is bad business. But Progress is an exacting 
Goddess. She demands sacrifices continually from her votaries. The 
blood of our martyrs is the soil out of which our civilization has grown. 
This condition will change only when brutality has been overcome by 
spirituality. This war is a holy war, if there never was one before, and 
it is a torture to have to live through this crisis without an opportunity 
to take part in the front line conflict. 

Pardon the length of this communication, but I got started and I 
had to speak my mind. 

Juneau, Alaska. John Rustgard. 

AUTHORITY AND DEMOCRACY 

Sir, — Some thirty years ago Sir A. Conan Doyle gave to the world 
a very remarkable novel, Micah Clarke. It is in the form of a " State- 
ment " by Clarke to his grandchildren, and on the second page are to be 
found these words: "Bear in mind as you listen that it was your quarrel 
as well as our own in which we fought, and that if now you grow up to 
be free men in a free land, privileged to think or to pray as your con- 
sciences shall direct, you may thank God that you are reaping the harvest 
which your fathers sowed in blood and suffering when the Stuarts were on 
the throne " Mutatis mutandis they are as true of the present ter- 
rible conflict as they were of that to which they referred: and might well 
be said by some future grandsire to his grandchildren half a century 
hence — provided that now as then the fighters see the struggle through. 
But can we hope that in this case we shall avoid the error of going too 
far, as they went too far in those days? The world's history shows that 
in all epochal struggles even the right side may overdo its work and in 
its turn go to extremes. 

In all habitable communities the principle of Authority is as essential 
as that of Liberty — we are engaged in an effort to overthrow a regime 
in which the principle of Authority has been carried too far. Let us be- 
ware that we do not abolish that principle altogether, and in the name 
of Liberty or Democracy lose sight and appreciation alike of the value 
of Authority and of the perils of its absence, leading to mob rule, anarchy, 
and chaos: the danger with which Russia is threatened today, despite 
the efforts of the sane and far-seeing men who first came into power 
after the dethronement of the Czar. 



